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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to Applicant's Request for Continued 
Examination filed on September 14, 2005. Claims 1, 10 and 20 have been amended. 
Claims 1-26 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 3, 12 and 22 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Peterson- et aL (U.S. Patent Application Publication No. US 2001/0003828, Peterson) in 
view of Gupta et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,704,786). 

In respect to claim 1, Peterson discloses in a network system including a server 
system and a client system, wherein the server system monitors the occurrence of 
events, sends notification to the client system after one of the monitored events occurs, 
a method for efficiently notifying the client system of the occurrence of a monitored 
event, so as to provide notification in a manner preserving the processing capacity of 
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the server system and the client system, and preserving bandwidth on the network 
system, the method comprising: 

an act of the client system sending request to the server system, wherein the 
request is that the server system transmit a packet of data to the client system using a 
connectionless protocol; an act of the client system attempting to receive a packet of 
data from the server system, wherein the packet of data is sent using a connectionless 
protocol; an act of the client system requesting that notifications be sent, using the 
connectionless protocol and connection protocol (e.g. page 2, [0022-0030], [0042]- 
[0043] connectionless protocol- broadcast medium); Peterson does not explicitly 
discloses but Gupta discloses use connection-oriented protocol if the attempt to receive 
the packet of data using connectionless protocol is not successful (e.g. Gupta, col. 2, 
lines 6-29). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Gupta to switch to 
connection-oriented protocol from connectionless protocol if the delivery fail because 
connection-oriented protocol using TCP a virtual circuit must first be established which 
introduces substantial overhead in network interaction (Gupta, col. 1, lines 55-60). 

In respect to claim 2, Peterson and Gupta disclose the method as recited in claim 
1 , wherein the act of the client system requesting notifications be sent using a 
connection oriented protocol, further comprises an act of the client system attempting to 
establish a connection to the server system using the connection-oriented protocol (e.g. 
Gupta, col. 2, lines 5-28). 
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In respect to claim 3, Peterson and Gupta disclose the method as recited in claim 
2, wherein the act of the client system requesting that notification be sent using a 
connection-oriented protocol, further comprises: 

-an act of the client system polling the server system at time intervals to check for 
data associated with the occurrence of events; and an act of the client system 
requesting the data associated with occurrence of events be transmitted to the client 
program (e.g. Peterson, page 4, [0047]). 

In respect to claim 4, Peterson and Gupta disclose the method as recited in claim 
1 , wherein the attempt to receive the packet of data is unsuccessful if the packet of data 
is not received within a prespecified period of time (e.g. Gupta, col. 6, lines 53-67). 

In respect to claim 5, Peterson and Gupta disclose the method as recited in claim 

1, wherein the connection-oriented protocol is the Transmission Control Protocol (e.g. 
Gupta, col. 2, lines 5-17). 

In respect to claim 6, Peterson and Gupta disclose the method as recited in claim 
10, wherein the connectionless protocol is the User Datagram Protocol (e.g. Gupta, col. 

2, lines 5-17). 

In respect to claim 7, Peterson and Gupta disclose the method as recited in claim 
1 , wherein the act of the client system requesting that notifications be sent using the 
connectionless protocol comprises an act of making an express request that 
notifications be sent using the connectionless protocol (e.g. Gupta, col. 2, lines 5-28) . 

In respect to claim 8, Peterson and Gupta disclose the method as recited in claim 
1, wherein the server is configured to send notification using connectionless protocol, 
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wherein the set of the client system requesting that notifications be sent using 
connectionless protocol. Peterson does not explicitly discloses the server sending the 
notification by default through the connectionless protocol comprises an act of 
abstaining from making no express request thereby impliedly requesting that 
notifications be sent using the connectionless protocol. However, Gupta discloses 
connectionless protocol is the first choice for sending request and response. Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to implement the default feature of connectionless protocol taught by Gupta 
with Peterson's multiple delivery system for the benefit of reducing network overhead. 

In respect to claim 9, Peterson and Gupta disclose the method as recited in claim 
1 , wherein the client system resides in a private network protected by a firewall, wherein 
communications using the connectionless protocol are blocked by the firewall from 
entering the private network (e.g. Peterson, [0042], LAN). 

In respect to claims 10-26, the claim limitations are substantially similar to 
method claims 1-9. Therefore, claims 10-26 are rejected based on the similar rationale. 

Conclusion 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tongoc Tran whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3843. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gregory Morse can be reached on (571 ) 272-3838. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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